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May 23,2003 

hchard J DiSalvo 
Actmg Assistant Manager for Envmnment and Stewardship 
U S Department of Energy 
Rocky Flats Field Ofice 
10808 €€&way 93, Unit A 
Golden, Colorado 80403-8200 

RE: Approval, Final Industrial Area Sampling and Analysis Plan Addendum #IA-03-04, 
ISSS Group 7003 (3776-779, dated May 2003 

Dear Mr. DiSalvo 

The Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment, Ifazardous Matenals and Wastc Management 
Divlsion (the Division) has reviewed the subject document and responses to the Division's comments The 
addendum 1s hereby approved 

Comments on the draft addendum, dated March 2003, were discussed wth faollity represenmvcs on Apnll7 
A copy of your prune contractor's May 8 responses to our h b a l  comments 19 attached for reference 
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The revlsed document, however, resulted III a few lmgenng concerns These were transmiW wa emad to the 
contractor on May 19 and sufficiently addressed in a respow on May 22 The fml version of the document 
may now be transnutted to complete the approval cycle 

If you have any questions regardmg th~s correspondence, please contact me at (303) 692-3367, Harlen Amcough 
at 303-692-3337 or David Kruchek at (303) 692-3328 

SmCereIy, - 
Reviewed for Addressee 

Corres ContrdRFP 

. WcA h O J &  Coordmator 

Attachment 

cc Noma Castaneda, DOE 
Tm Rehder, EPA 
Lane Butter, KH 
Dave Shelton, KH 

Ref Ltr # 

Mark Sattelbera U.S F&W 



Response to Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment 
Hazardous Materials & Waste Management Divislon 

Comments on 
Draft Industrial Area Sampling and AnaIysis Plan 

Addendum #IA-03-04 (700-3 Area) 
March 2003 

- - 
General Comments- 
1 The Division reserves the o p p o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t y  for admhonal comments based on clar~ficanons provided in response to 

the specific comments Plan adequacy for some units cannot be fully considered at ths tlme 

- 2 The potential for auger r e h a l  and the pomt at whch samplmg should begm must be solved before work is 
mhated 

Sampling problems at buildings will be discussed wrth the regrrlatoly agencies to reach agreement on Q path 
forward Z7rz.s has been working at the other UBC characterizations 

Sueufic Comments. 

3 Table 1 - For each urut shown m the table, one or more figures must show the Building number to which the 
locatron of the umt IS referenced For example, IHSS 150 4 1s a “Radioactwe Site Northwest of Buildmg 750 
However, IHSS 1504 isnot  labeledonFigure4, may be morrectly labeled MHS 150 7, but may also be 
mcorrectly located p a  Figure land pe-r Figure 1 of the “Charactenzahon Data Summary, LIlSS Group 700-3”, 
dated February 2003 Havmg Buldmg 750 idenhfied would have assisted the Division m detemnmg the 
proper locabon of IHSS 150 4 and whether subsequent comments were necessary 

ne Tables and Figures wall be labeled 

4 Section 2 0 - Figures 2 and 3 of the current document are prmcgally lirmted to analytxal results centered on 
IHSS 118 1 Thus, the background and MDL exctedances for UBC 776 and 777 Erom the “CharacterwQon 
Data Summary, IHSS Group 700-3”, dated February2003, shouldbe included a s  a new figure Smce the 
Charactenzabon Data Summary preceded the Addendum better coordinabon of  efforts is suggested to ensure 
that samphg plans reflect, and benefit from, all available data 

Afisure showng sampling locatzom and results greater than background meansplus two standard dewatrons or 
method detectzon l imitsjvm the 700-3 Characterization Data Summaly Report will be included 

5 Fimre 1 - The three tanks of PAC 121 we not depicted, please add to the figure The tanks are also not 
idatdied on subsequently figures. 

Tanks wrll be added to the Figures 

6 Section 3.0.1” Bullet - With the excepbon of three sites adjacent to UBC 701, no FY02 data are provided or 
referenced m thc report. Please see Comment No 4 Addihonally, auger refusal for the UBC 776 and 777 
sites (“Cbractenzahon Data Summary, IHSS Group 700-3”, dated February 2003) raises questlons on the 
valid~ty of concludmg that “contarmnant concenixatlons were below RFCA Action Levels” The February 
2003 report also compared results to Tier I and I1 AcOon Levels wth arsenic or 1,l DCE 111 exceedance at three 
of five partially sampled locabons These factors do not provlde a conmcmg basis for a 22-meter statrstical 
sampling gnd, as the approved IASAP requws, sxnce the biased samphg was not overly successful 

The use of the 22-meter gnd war approved by CDPHE Additional brared samples will be collected as necematy 
Addihonaily, when in the b urlding, the opportunity lo collect adfitzonal samples oflset fiom the origmal under 
building characterization eflort will be considered, based on ac fuul conditions 
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7 2"d Bullet - Smce the "Characteration Data Summary, MSS Group 700-3", dated February 2003, spenfically 
Table 6, show sampling deviatxons resultmg in a reduced number of samples relative to the sampling plan and 
auger refusal, a 90% confidence level IS questlonable Please venfy that 90% was actualIy acheved 

This comment will be addressed in the IHSS Group 700-3 Charactemation Data Summary Report 

8 3& Bullet - It IS unclear how '590% wll be mantamed wth the currently suggested gnd-spacing of 72 feet " 
Rather than assume that the referenced stabshcal models wll ulhmatcly corroborate a "better than 90% 
confidence" it would be appropnatc to use such statishcal demonstraQon as the basis for deviahng, If possible, 
fcom the LASAP 1 1-meter gnd Please address 

Confidence levek will be addressed m the IASAP ModGcahon 

9 2nd Paragrim& (page 8) - Figure 2 and 3 are sad to show adequate sample coverage for MSSs 144(S) and 
150 4 The statement rn error because the two IHSSs, and relevant saq lmg sites, are not depicted on the 
figures or rn the addendum. Analyhcal results itre also not promded Rather than correct the ommiom, sunply 
reference the findmgs, and then fully document the locatlom, results and QNQC data rn a future 
document 

IHSSs 144(S) and I50 4 will be addressed m the NFAA 

10 3'# Paraeraph, (page 8) - The depth of s a m p h g  may also change, rncludmg deeper samplmg 

TAW IS acknowledged tn the USAP and addendum 

11 General Comment: Please refmence and agree to perform quality controllassurance samplmg and evaluation 
as specified m the IASAP 

Please 
acknowledge 

USAP QA procedures are followed No text edzts are required 

12 FIPure 4 - Please label PAC 1100 and 11 16 MSS 150 4 is either mss-labeled or unlabeled, please venfy and 
correct MSS I50 7 1s labeled on what is actually MSS 118 2 Please correct 

Figure 4 will be relabeled to d u d e  MS&, PACS. and UBCsites 

13 Please exclude h m  the figure (1 e ,  turn off the color) the MsSs, PACs and UBCs that are not part of IHSS 
Group 700-3 "us wll allow exclusive focus on samplmg plana for the 700-3 uruts 

The IHSSs, PAG,  and UBCS that are not part oflHSS Group 700-3 will be colored diflerentlyjFom the siies of 
interest 

- 14 Smce PAC 121's locabon(s) is not shown, the Divlsion is unable to judge whether biased samples suggested In 
Table 2 arc defined or potentlally adequate to characterne the nature and extent of contamrnatlon 

IHSS 121 1s OPWL and it IS shown (1s a line, not a shape The Addendum nddressed the OPWL within the iHSS 
Group No edits to the text are required 

15 Table 3 - Please define Depth Interval "0-0 5" m tlus s e w &  1 e ,  the top of natwe soil or tap of construction 
fill If construchon fill is to be excluded, phase explam and JUS* the rabonale The Divlsion believes that 
"0" includes UBC c onstructmn fill sme c ontarmnahon may reside wthm such matenal followed by natwe 
soils (subsurface sod rn h s  context) where contarmnants may have accumulated 

Construcbonfili 1~ not included tn the 0 0 to 0 5 feet This interval is native soil 
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16. Because information from the “Characterntion Data Summary, IHSS Group 700-3”, dated February 2003 has 
not been included m ths addendum, the deviabons due pnncipally to auger refusal have not been considcrcd 
If a depth of 2 5 feet is necessary to properly characterm Buildlng 776/777 UBC, then the addendum needs to 
address how previous auger refusal w l l  be overcame KI the new effort (Auger refusal does not conshtute relief 
unless it can be shown that such refusal is equivalent to an impermeable barner to contarmnant rmgmfion, 
lncludlng orgamc cornpounds In any event, a porhon if not all of the 0 5-2 5 foot sample needs to be collected 
&e CF45-000 and CF45-001 where none of the 0 5 2 5 sample mcrement was collected due to auger refusal ) 

Seeprevwus response to General Comments and Comment 6 

- 17. As some uxllk, e g IKSS 131 and PAC 121 (OPWL Leaks), etc , are planned to a depth up to 8 5 feet, the 
potenbal for auger refusal should be addressed before work beg= 

See previous response to General Comments 

- 18. For consistency, please change (or add) PAC 121 where “OPWL Leaks” areshown in the Site column 

I.SS I21 will be added io Table 3 
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